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Remarks 

The amendment to Tiir. Specification 

The paragraph at page 24, line 10, to page 9, lino 6, of die specification has been amended to 
correct an obvious typographical error in the specification. Specifically, the shorthand for 
ehemilumimeence (ChL) was misspelt as "CL" at page 24, lines 13 and 15, and thus, has been corrected 
with this amendment. No new matter is added to the application with these changes. 

The Cr<AiM amendments 

Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the subject maltcr of canceled claim 116 and to clarify 
thai the at least two oligonucleotide probes having a variable position, wherein on at least one of the at 
least two oligonucleotide probes, the variable position is occupied by a degenerately base pairing 
nucleotide analog selected from the group consisting of dP and 8-oxo-dG and on at least one other of the 
at least two oligonucleotide probes, the variable position is occupied by a degenerately base pairing 
nucleotide analog selected from the group consisting of dP and S^oxo-dG or a non-degencratoly base 
pairing nucleotide. Support for the recitation that the variable position may be occupied by dP or 8-oxo- 
dG on at least one probo and dP, S^oxo-dG, or a non-degenerate probe on at least one other probe is found 
in the specification at inter alia page 31, line 24, to page 32, line 26. 

Claims 7 and 10 have been amended to clarify that the target nucleic acid analytc hybridizes to 
the array of oligonucleotide probes. Support for the changes to claims 7 and 10 is found in the 
specification al infer alia page 6, lines 12-13; page 18, lines 21-27; page 20, lines 4-12; page 26, line 30 
to page 27, line 13 (as well as the discussion of of Brenner ct al. at pp. 27-29 and the discussion of Fodor 
and Drmanac at p. 33); page 45, lines 27-32; and Examples 6-8, and 1 0. 

Claims 1 1 7 and 1 18 have been amended lo remove superfluous language from claim 1 17 and to 
correct the language of the Markush group (i.e., to replace the "or" with an -and-) in claim 1 1 8. 

No new matter lias been added to the application with the amendments to the claims made hero. 

Claim Objection 

In (he Office Action under reply, the Examiner objected to claim 29 because there were two 
occurrences of the word "large," in the claim. The second occurrence of the word has been removed with 
this amcndmenl; accordingly, this objection is now moot. 
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INDEKINITENESS 1IK.IF.CTI<)\ 

Claims 1,6-15, 18-24, 27-31, 36-39, and 115-118 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112 second 
paragraph, as indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner references claim 10 as lacking antecedent basis wi.h 
respect to the hybridization oflhc target nucleic acid analytc in claim 7. 

Claims 7 now reads that the nucleic acid analyte hybridizes to the array and that the target 
sequence segment is determined by analysis of hybridation data from the array and claim 1 0 recites that 
the target sequence segment is detected by u label moiety. Support for the amendment to claims 7 and 1 0 
is set forth above under the subheading 'The Claim Amendments." 

The changes mode to claim 7 and 10 more clearly define the invention recited therein; 
accordingly, applicant respectfully requests reconsi deration and withdrawal of this rejection. ' 

WltlTTEN DESCRIPTION REJECTION 

Claims 1, 6-15, 18-24, 27-31, 36-39, and 1 16-118 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph, as lacking un adequate written description; specifically, the Examiner asserts that the'ro is no 
support for the two oligonucleotides to be identical except for a single variable position. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the discussion of the probes originally identified as SRQ ID 
NOS 14-16, and 106-109 support the recitation and thus, in this respect traverse the rejection. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, applicants have removed the term objected to by the Examiner. With the 
change to claim 1, applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Enahulmknt Rejection f 

Claims 1, 6-15, 18-24, 27-3 1, 36-39, 117, and 1 1 S stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first 
paragraph, as not enabled. With the incorporation of the subject matter of claim 1 16 into claim I , this 
rejection is rendered moot; accordingly, applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of this rejection. 

CONCLUSION 

Because all of the claim objcclions and claim rejections set forth by the Examiner have been 
addressed and fully rebutted with the amendments and arguments set forth in this paper, applicants 
respectfully request withdrawal of all claim objections and rejections and passage of this application to a 
patent grant. See, In re Oetiker, supra. 

With the changes made in this paper, this application is in condition for allowance; accordingly 
applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of all claim objection* and rejections and 
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passage of this application to issue. On this .natter, applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
oonloct the undersigned attorney to resolve any additional issues thnt may affect the allowance of this 
application. The Examiner may contact the undersigned attorney at 650-330^913 or at 
canaan@rccdpatcnt.coni. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Bv: 

Karen Canaan 
Registration No. 42,382 

RP.ED TP LAW GROUP 
800 Mcnlo Avenue, Suite 210 
Mcnlo Park, California 94025 
(650) 330-0900 Telephone 
(650) 330-0980 Facsimile 

F \Dopuii R „t\WS(A(3t«l\Amcn4 1.1 13 (4) TVJC 



Page 10 of 10 



PAGE 11/11 * RCVD AT 2/612005 9:29:52 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVRiUSPTO-EFXRM/O 1 DN1S:8729306 * CSID:16503300980 1 DURATION (mm-ss):03-32 



